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— The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the coyer sheet beneath the correspondence address— 
(Period {for Replly 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely, may reduce any earned patent 
term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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1. Claims 1, 4, 18, 19, 21, 23, and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hsieh in view of applicants' statement of the prior art for the 
reasons of record. 

Claims 1, 19, 29 and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Suzuki et al. in view of applicants 1 statement of the prior art for the 
reasons of record. 

Claims 2 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hsieh in view of applicants 1 statement of the prior art and Yamaguchi et al. for the 
reasons of record 

Claim2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Suzuki et 
al. in view of applicants' statement of the prior art and Yamaguchi et al. for the reasons 
of record. 

The first sentence of applicants' "Description of the Related Art" constitutes the 
statement of the prior art relied on by the examiner. Use of a conventional LTHC for its 
concomitant function in the thermal transfer sheet of Hsieh or Suzuki et al. would have 
been an obvious expedient to one of ordinary skill in this art in the absence of 
unexpected results. 

The fact that Suzuki et al. prefer a support thickness of up to 15 mm is clear 
evidence that thickness outside that range are also contemplated. Evidence of 
unexpected results for thickness greater than 15 mm has not been submitted. 

The presence of particles in the prior art image formation layers inherently result 
in a roughened surface (i.e., some of the particles will protrude above the surface) The 
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experimental modification of this prior art in order to ascertain optimum operating 
conditions (e.g., determine compositional proportions and layer thickness) fails to render 
applicants' claims patentability in the absence of unexpected results. To date, such 
evidence has not been submitted. 

The pigments of Hsieh inherently function as matting agents. 

Finally, since heat is the energy that causes substances to rise in temperature, 
the concept of heat resistance inherently has a "temperature condition." 

2. Claims 1, 4, 17-21 and 23-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Imamura (U.S.P. 5,935,902) 

Imamura teach a thermal transfer sheet comprising an image formation layer 
containing applicants pigments and amorphous organic polymers as well as an LTHC 
layer containing the same materials claimed by applicants (see column 6, lines 41-46 
and 67; column 7, lines 1, 23-25 and 33-48; column 12, lines 10-52; and column 14, 
lines 8-10, 30, 31 and 62-65). The experimental modification of this prior art in order to 
ascertain optimum operating conditions (e.g., determine compositional proportions and 
layer thickness) fails to under applicants' claims patentable in the absence of 
unexpected results. 

3. Claims 2 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Imamura in view of Yamaguchi et aL 

Imamura applies as per the proceeding paragraph. Yamaguchi et al. teach the 
result - affectivity of the heat - resistance of image formation layers on a thermal 
transfer sheet. Consequently, determining the optimum heat resistance of the Imamura 
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image formation layer would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this out in the 
absence of unexpected results. Such evidence has not been submitted. 
4. Claim 22 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Bruce Hess at 
telephone number (703) 308-2402. 



B. Hess/lap 
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